Deer Howard, 



4/21/70 



There is a potentially great value in your Nichols interview end, 
assuming you told him no more than you record, no less greet danger cf your saving 
out him in e position to louse more up* You paid no attention to my appraisal of 
his character, avoided any recall of his established ego/greed/ dishonesty, and I 
will explain what 1 mean below. 

He handled you much better than you are aware, told you virtually 
nothing ne hadn’t told me (notable exception. Being tne Connahly picture), aid 
apparently is* well eware of the friendship and trust between us* His more recent 
exploits consist of interviewing witnesses relatives, in areas of tue case of 
which, as you noted, he has no knowledge, to eetohliah what he regards as my errors* 
°hn has begun to run some kind of conpaign against me, for reasons I may never be 
able to isolate* 

That his 399 baee picture shows what 1 spotted in yours is important 
because, from what 1 recall of what you said, it was taken earlier thai yours* I 
have dated it at about 5/68. When was yours taken? I think it ie important to 

establish how soon after mine were taken it was doctored. This is important to do 
before I get thiet into court &r are asone at thiB point I will not tell anyone. 

* 

People working on tne same materiel In different ways all uav6 thalr 
own rights fo do wiiet they would do, to believe whet they will, etc. But when you 
knew what 1 was doing with the Archives on thoee tebs, I regard it ee a eerioue 
breach to hew gone Into this with him. The originel concept that the shirt was 
never touched by a bullet is nine. You have every right to follow this up as you 
please. But especially when you knew wnat John la and has been up to, you rade a 
very serioue blunder tc tell him these thtg6. You have hie immediate reaction, that 
of an octopus et best. I am really disappointed in this, particularly because as 
soon es he starts crapping ercund with it he will immediately Jeopardize the 
negotiations in which I on engaged end of which I have kept you eu cfcurant. I go 
into tuis not to give you hell, for et this point that would serve no purpose, but 
so that you can perhaps understand why I cautioned you in advance end got your 
promise you would tell him nothing. Howard, for your years you ere fantastic, but 
as I believe I've told you before, you must learn that there ie but so much you 
have been sfcle to learn of your own experience, especially about the seamier parts 
of lif and people and especially about deceptive people who design their deceptiona. 
There ia a proper tendency in all of us to communicate what we can to otners ffco 
we always want to believe neve the beat intentions, identical with our own. Alas, 
too many are not this way, as you are Jeerning. 

When he eays hia Arcaives pictures cennr.t be copies, this is nonsense, 
which ia tne reason I extracted his promise to neltner copy nor we before I showed 
aim my work. If you wpnt to see pictures stamped by the Archives and identified as 
nls, come look et tnem. The Arcnives, and properly, makes ell nicturea accessible. 

* /“fit prefer otherwise, but tnis is tneir concept. All he can copyright is w at he 
didn t, and that is hia use or Interpretation. Where you refer to hie theft of 
Dick a work, you say, as though it exonerates, that he took hie own pictures. In a 
sense, this is even more dishoneet end devious, as it is with 399. I now have two 
interests in his 399 base picture: to establish, for my own protection, since hie 
verbal promise was later repeated in writing, that he cribbed, and to establish 
the date of alteration. I hope you did not mention alteration to him. Did you? 

Please describe his mm scale so I can uelp identify that negative at the Archives. 

If you can recall, any other deviations from mine. Jesus Christ, I no$/ see”! 
regret I did not bring my own pictures for comparison" 1 Please try and recall wnat 
you did tell him and please be honest if you did bleb. 
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May I el bo point out to you that you ere aware of lawsuit 1 plan to file 
end for which I em preparing? Have I not also told you that their refusal to 
provide what they have can be more useful then its presentation? I agree it Is 
important that w e get this picture. Y ou i mow toT bow long 1 taT0 , trylng> You 

kno for how long * nave been trying to get them to take a picture of it for me on 

0 0C !* e ! 6 C * 1 1*! del . ayed a8kine t0 «° OTer al l their negatives for several reasons} £ 
one is to have a better idea of John's. Another ia to give them a chance for | 

more crorokadness, which I’d welcome, especially because I think I have all the 
essential evidence on this. You have not yet seen the new picture 1 hove tod 

, « J t fv nk U 8h0WB what you cal1 tde 1101:011 and 1 think it is more or less 

of a V. The lighting and nagle she different than yours, wnich I think helns. 

or'didl tell^you? 6 ^ t0 ^ ° f tG8 ° bTlous reason6 there red to be elteration, 

I welcomothe intelligence he did not stop with duplictlng one of 
iuy pictures* 



Whet he told you of th* epectro is true. Also old. It ie in Wff. Isolation 

or *“• 1 d ? not tMnk i** levelled with frou on his reasons 
for suing for it because I think they also come from W, but ne never admits 
anything like that, hie reasons ere entirely too inadequate. One would be 
gould they have been of the renjectured type at ell. Another ia are all but the 
onnelly wrist fragment from the same batch, etc* 

JBC chest X-rays: this may be significant. It is not new that the 
rew mi g.ancing, but it is that no metal shows because there is no doubt it 
l 1118 ^ 8 :fle Wonder tu ey also were substituted, ^eraember how I go into 
pfntii? f nd PM i 3biraa orderl31 8 end reading end with the deception by 

w TO » by uho ■' sy » 6nd though I 'd heowed you, the proof that Bell 

0 an *le the fragments. It is in the eppendic to BJ. I hove whet is as close 
1 “n V 0 ee V° 0 Completa tracing, to the cop, etc. Can you explain how 
. a e . ey 5 116 any 1:116 °thers? He the first complete paragraph on your 
4th page, 3haw a testimony corroborates. n 6 said tnere was more metal! missing 
In tile wrist alone, etc* c 

T t , v, fisher-brain also not new. "ereed my letters to government end Fisher 
didn’t'^getf* 1 ' tfli ° queatlon » without specifying wnst he'd asked for but 
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Aether or not radiological record wsb made. Navy wrote me they turned 
srything over. I do not bejievo this precludes tneir having kept any conies It 
Is utter nonsea to say tney did not see tne X-raya at tue autopsy tSt the 

sh^l^ + h toraed tQe result b over by phone. They were explained as they were 
shown to the four agents present, all of whom aay this. However, this could be 

** hoae of the lenities. Probing for bullet: ho told no this long ago * 
efLr? ra ® not to aa6 it. I iidn t even though it was independently 5 0 lunt- 
eered to me by a radiolofcist. However? there is this obvious possibility- the 
probing wee done before tne X-roys wero dry. A tiny fragment of bullet is like 
a fluorescent light in an X-rey. Once tto agents saw tnf" stars" tafy’d certainly 

^ mt isMI f 6 ® 1 °f JeCt “ d asked about lt > tb6re 1366,1 6 bullet. John's 
P 1 tUat only 0 stupe would probe, because the X-raya would snow a bullejf. 

of hi- s ui+ T 1f t 8 J ° hn ' 3 880 U8eln " hen 00 803,8 Fiscller 1166 cancelled because 
of hi_ suit. It is my correspondecne and* threat of a suit. John filed hie suit 

this 8 ae°1ot^itl I 1 " 6 1 0t * f i8her Would DeTer 116 116 accepted. I do not regard 
o arieil, for other things could elso have caused it* but I cite it 

“ ™ aerfltandln « ot j ° ha - Fisher -poto to him end told him things 
after he filed hi a suit* ^ 
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If you will now reread the third from your last paragraph two things 
will be clear, in addition to the reason for my opening complaints despite 
your repeated assurances, you blabbed about things you were not supposed to 
talk about and this is e man of enormous ignorance and carelessness* He gave 
you a remarkable self-indictraent of himself as 8 forensic expert, knowing tfci A 
little of the bsslc evidence. 

Now let me point out wnat you should have spotted for yourself: he 
went to you after going over my work at the copyright office. 

Does this not open your eyes even more? 

His telegram to me is dfated the 15th. He aew you the 16th. The 
telegram says he has read PM end "M III. 

All of this disturbs me mo leas then 1 hsve conveyed. I am more 
troubled by my own lack of Judgement thati at your transgressions, for I am 
old enough to know the limitations of 16-year experience and I now feel pieced 
too hoavy a burden on it. I fear that at some point I’m going to get paranoid 
as he&l, have nothing to do with anyone, go my own WBy, get my own writing done 
Instead of spending an enormous emount of time trying to inform others and help 
them with their work, get no one to try and help me, *. d heve much less of the 
aggravation that is no so burdneome to me. 

Do you better understand wh$ 1 wrote os I did about your Lifton 
correspondence? *ou Just cannot cope with such people, aid this is not from 
any lack of intelligence or any other fault on your part. It is just that you 
are honest and uevei^t yet been subjected to enough of the crookBdness ia tbs 

world, special aspects of which ere typified by Nichols ana I-ifton, who 1 now 

suspect are and heve been hand in hend for some time. 

If I didn't ask you, how did you end J ohn get in touch with each 

other? Did he initiate it with you? If so, when and how? Did he tell pu what 

he was dojng in the east, why a busy man spent this time and money to see a 
16-year-old? 

Howard, you simple must not do thi* or anything like it again. You 
may heve done vary much harm to what we seek in cobmon and x know you have dorB 
whet I also know you did not intend, harm to me. I know it puts you in a bad 
position, but I an already in a worse one, having trusted you with everything 
I have. I must insist© you once you know those who have made thtmselves my 
enemies you have no intercourse whatever with eny of them. I cannot very well 
qak you to return the knowledge I have trusted you with, cab I? 

# 

Meanwhile, I’d like you to review your nesting in your cm mind and 
report anything that you now might regard in any diffejent kind of light, any- 
thing that might have what we might call a counter-intelligence value for me, 
tell me wnot he wee trying to get from you that he hadn't gotten from the books. 
Also, did he soy anything ebout me you didn't report, or ask my such • uestions? 
lie may have been wily enough not to have been so obvious, but let me not otot- 
look the obvious. 

ou know, Eowerd, when I was ill end had this enormous amount of my 
own work to do, I dropped everything end took the time writing a book would have 
taken to help his suit. This is not because of eny great love x beer him. It is 
because his suit wes that incompetent, his knowledge of the lew end fact that 
deficient, I had to do this for all of us. I tell or repast this 60 you will 
understand another aspect of the hazard involved in your blabbing. Sincerely, 



